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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-69 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-2,3,4,5,6,7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "available images" in line 12. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the derived information" in line 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the received information of interest" in line 15. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the newly available image or images" in lines 16- 
17. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 2 recites the limitation "the images" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the information" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the received information of interest" in lines 2-3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the information" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the information" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "the received information of interest" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

» 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the newly available image or images" in line 2. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "the recipient" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. For purposes of examination it is 
assumed the Applicant meant "a recipient". 

These lack of antecedent basis problems are similarly repeated in every 
independent claim and the respective claims that depend therefrom; appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Note: the art rejections are made given the best understanding given the 
presented claims, which are difficult to interpret because of the abundance of 
assumptions were required due to their drafting. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1,6-9,11-14,19,23-24,26,28,32-33,35-39,44,48-49,51-54,59,63-64,66-69 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to non- 
statutory subject matter. The claims do not recite a practical application by producing a 
physical transformation or producing a useful, concrete, and tangible result. To perform 
a physical transformation, the claimed invention must transform an article or physical 
object into a different state or thing. Transformation of data is not a physical 
transformation. A useful, concrete, and tangible result must be either specifically recited 
in the claim or flow inherently therefrom. To be useful the claimed invention must 

« 

establish a specific, substantial, and credible utility. To be concrete the claimed 
invention must be able to produce the same results given the same initial starting 
conditions. To be tangible the claimed invention must produce a practical application or 
real world result. In this case the claims fail to perform a physical transformation 
because the claims are directed to operating on data. The claims are useful and 
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concrete, but they fail to produce a tangible result because no result is stored to non- 
volatile media or, for example, reported to a user. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



8. Claims 1,3,6-7,9,13-20,23-24,28-29,32-33,37-45,48-49,53-60,63-64,67-69 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gonzalez et al. (' Gonzalez ' 
hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,260,041). 



As per claim 1 , Gonzalez teaches 

A method for use with a server serving requested records among a multiplicity of 
records, and with a predetermined list of record identifiers, and with a first file containing 
information about records corresponding to the record identifiers, the method 
comprising the steps of: (see abstract and background) 

selecting at least two of the record identifiers from the list; (resources, column 3, 
lines 54-65) 
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for each one record identifier of the record identifiers: by means of a stored 
program, presenting a request to the server with respect to the record identifier; (for 
each resource, column 3, lines 60-65) 

receiving a record from the server, said record corresponding to the record 
identifier; (download data, column 3, lines 60-65) 

parsing the record by means of a stored program, thereby deriving received 
information from the record indicative of available images; (examination, column 4, lines 
3-10) 

by means of a stored program, comparing the derived information with 
corresponding information in the first file; (examination, column 4, lines 3-33) 

and in response to any difference between the received information of interest 
and the corresponding information in the first file, obtaining the newly available image or 
images, (returned, column 4, lines 21-30) 

As per claim 3, Gonzalez teaches 

the step, performed after the parsing step, of replacing the information in the first 
file with the received information of interest, (column 4, lines 35-46) 

As per claim 6, Gonzalez teaches 

annunciating any difference between the received information of interest and the 
corresponding information in the first file, (column 4, lines 47-61 ) 
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As per claim 7, Gonzalez teaches 

the annunciating step further comprises emailing the newly available image or 
images to the recipient, (column 3, lines 27-41) 

As per claim 9, Gonzalez teaches 

the server is a hypertext transfer protocol server, and the presenting and 
receiving steps are performed according to a hypertext transfer protocol, (column 2, 
lines 60-66) 

As per claim 13, Gonzalez teaches 
the record identifiers are patent application serial numbers, (resources, column 3, lines 
54-65; note: record identifiers being patent application serial numbers in no way 
changes the functionality of the claim, and in effect just reflect intended use. Minton v. 
Nat 'I Ass 'n of Securities Dealers, Inc., 336 F.3d 1373, 1381, 67 USPQ2d 1614, 1620 
(Fed. Cir. 2003) "whereby clause in a method claim is not given weight when it simply 
expresses the intended result of a process step positively recited." Examples of claim 
language, although not exhaustive, that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of 
the language in a claim are: (A) "adapted to" or "adapted for " clauses; (B) "wherein" 
clauses; and (C) "whereby" clauses. Therefore intended use limitations are not required 
to be taught, see MPEP § 2106 Section 11(C), MPEP 2111.04 [R-3]) 



As per claim 14, Gonzalez teaches 
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the record identifiers are trademark application serial numbers, (resources, 
column 3, lines 54-65; note: record identifiers being trademark application serial 
numbers in no way changes the functionality of the claim, and in effect just reflect 
intended use. Minton v. Nat 'I Ass 'n of Securities Dealers, Inc., 336 F.3d 1373, 1381, 
67 USPQ2d 1614, 1620 (Fed. Cir. 2003) "whereby clause in a method claim is not given 
weight when it simply expresses the intended result of a process step positively recited." 
Examples of claim language, although not exhaustive, that may raise a question as to 
the limiting effect of the language in a claim are: (A) "adapted to" or "adapted for " 
clauses; (B) "wherein" clauses; and (C) "whereby" clauses. Therefore intended use 
limitations are not required to be taught, see MPEP § 2106 Section ll(C), MPEP 
2111.04 [R-3]) 

As per claim 1 5, Gonzalez teaches 

requesting from the server all record identifiers matching a predetermined 
criterion, and adding any new record identifiers to the first file, (column 4, line 62 
through column 5, line 4) 

As per claim 16, Gonzalez teaches 

annunciating any new record identifiers, (column 4, line 62 through column 5, line 

4) 



As per claim 17, Gonzalez teaches 
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the annunciating of new record identifiers comprises sending an email message, 
(column 3, lines 27-41) 

As per claim 18, Gonzalez teaches 

the predetermined criterion comprises matching a customer number, (resources, 
column 3, lines 54-65; note: use of a customer number in no way changes the 
functionality of the claim as the customer number is just equivalent to any other data 
and is not otherwise distinguished, and in effect just reflects intended use. Minton v. Nat 
'I Ass 'n of Securities Dealers, Inc., 336 F.3d 1373, 1381, 67 USPQ2d 1614, 1620 (Fed. 
Cir. 2003) "whereby clause in a method claim is not given weight when it simply 
expresses the intended result of a process step positively recited." Examples of claim 
language, although not exhaustive, that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of 
the language in a claim are: (A) "adapted to" or "adapted for " clauses; (B) "wherein" 
clauses; and (C) "whereby" clauses. Therefore intended use limitations are not required 
to be taught, see MPEP § 2106 Section 11(C), MPEP 2111.04 [R-3]) 

As per claim 19, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 1 and is similarly rejected. 



As per claim 20, 
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This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 3 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 23, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 6 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 24, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 9 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 28, Gonzalez teaches 

A method for use with a server serving requested records among a multiplicity of 
records, and with a predetermined list of record identifiers, and with a first file containing 
information about records corresponding to the record identifiers, the method 
comprising the steps of: (see abstract and background) 

selecting at least two of the record identifiers from the list; (resources, column 3, 
lines 54-65) 

for each one record identifier of the record identifiers: by means of a stored 
program, presenting a request to the server with respect to the record identifier; (for 
each resource, column 3, lines 60-65) 
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receiving a record from the server, said record corresponding to the record 
identifier; (download data, column 3, lines 60-65) 

by means of a stored program, parsing the record, thereby deriving received 
information of interest from the record; (examination, column 4, lines 3-10) 

by means of a stored program, comparing the received information of interest 
with corresponding information in the first file; (examination, column 4, lines 3-33) 

and by means of a stored program annunciating any difference between the 
received information of interest and the corresponding information in the first file, 
(returned, column 4, lines 21-30) 

As per claim 29, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 3 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 32, 

the annunciating step further comprises sending an email to a recipient, (column 
3, lines 27-41 ) 

As per claim 33, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 9 and is similarly rejected. 
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As per claims 37-38, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 13-14 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 39, Gonzalez teaches 

the record identifiers are package tracking numbers, (resources, column 3, lines 
54-65; note: record identifiers being package tracking numbers in no way changes the 
functionality of the claim, and in effect just reflect intended use. Minton v. Nat 'I Ass 'n of 
Securities Dealers, Inc., 336 F.3d 1373, 1381, 67 USPQ2d 1614, 1620 (Fed. Cir. 2003) 
"whereby clause in a method claim is not given weight when it simply expresses the 
intended result of a process step positively recited." Examples of claim language, 
although not exhaustive, that may raise a question as to the limiting effect of the 
language in a claim are: (A) "adapted to" or "adapted for " clauses; (B) "wherein" 
clauses; and (C) "whereby" clauses. Therefore intended use limitations are not required 
to be taught, see MPEP § 2106 Section ll(C), MPEP 2111.04 [R-3]) 

As per claims 40-43, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 15-18 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 44, Gonzalez teaches 
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A method for use with a server serving requested records among a multiplicity of 
records, and with a predetermined list of record identifiers, and with a first file containing 
information about records corresponding to the record identifiers, the method 
comprising the steps of: (see abstract and background) 

selecting at least two of the record identifiers from the list; (resources, column 3, 
lines 54-65) 

for each one record identifier of the record identifiers: by means of a stored 
program, presenting a request to the server with respect to the record identifier; (for 
each resource, column 3, lines 60-65) 

receiving a record from the server, said record corresponding to the record 
identifier; (download data, column 3, lines 60-65) 

parsing the record by means of a stored program, thereby deriving received 
information from the record indicative of available images; (examination, column 4, lines 
3-10) 

by means of a stored program, comparing the derived information with 
corresponding information in the first file; (examination, column 4, lines 3-33) 

and in response to any difference between the received information of interest 
and the corresponding information in the first file, identifying a uniform resource locator 
for each of the newly available image or images, (returned, column 4, lines 21-30) 

As per claim 45, 
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This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 3 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 48, Gonzalez teaches 

annunciating any difference between the received information of interest and the 
corresponding information in the first file wherein the annunciating further comprises 
sending an email to a recipient containing the uniform resource locator, (column 3, lines 
27-41 ) 

As per claim 49, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 9 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claims 53-58, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 13-18 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 59, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 44 and is similarly rejected. 



As per claim 60, 
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This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 3 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 63, Gonzalez teaches 

the second means further performs a step of annunciating any difference 
between the received information of interest and the corresponding information in the 
first file and wherein the annunciating further comprises sending email to a recipient 
including the uniform resource locator, (column 3, lines 27-41 ) 

As per claim 64, Gonzalez teaches 

the server is a hypertext transfer protocol server, and the presenting and 
receiving steps are performed according to a hypertext transfer protocol, (column 2, 
lines 60-66) 

As per claim 67, Gonzalez teaches 

A method for use with a server serving requested records among a multiplicity of 
records, and with a predetermined list of record identifiers, and with a first file containing 
information about records corresponding to the record identifiers, the method 
comprising the steps of: (see abstract and background) 

selecting at least two of the record identifiers from the list; (resources, column 3, 
lines 54-65) 
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for each one record identifier of the record identifiers: by means of a stored 
program, presenting a request to the server with respect to the record identifier; (for 
each resource, column 3, lines 60-65) 

receiving a record from the server, said record corresponding to the record 
identifier; (download data, column 3, lines 60-65) 

by means of a stored program, parsing the record, thereby deriving received 
information of interest from the record; (examination, column 4, lines 3-10) 

by means of a stored program, comparing the received information of interest 
with corresponding information in the first file; (examination, column 4, lines 3-33) 

and by means of a stored program annunciating any difference between the 
received information of interest and the corresponding information in the first file, 
(returned, column 4, lines 21-30) 

As per claim 68, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 39 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 69, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 39 and is similarly rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

10. Claims 2,8,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gonzalez et al. (' Gonzalez ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,260,041) in view of Wood 
(Patent Number 5,381 ,332). 

As per claim 2, 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "there are two or more newly available 
images, further comprising the step of combining the images into a single multipage 
image file." 
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However, Wood discloses "there are two or more newly available images, further 
comprising the step of combining the images into a single multipage image file" 
(combine files, column 9, lines 48-52; note: images stored in files are just like any other 
data since no function is described to otherwise differentiate the data). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Wood because using the steps of "there 
are two or more newly available images, further comprising the step of combining the 
images into a single multipage image file" would have given those skilled in the art the 
tools to improve the invention by merging all of the relevant data into a single file. This 
gives the user the advantage of not having to manage a multitude of data files. 

As per claim 8, Gonzalez teaches 

an annunciating step comprising emailing the single multipage image file to a 
recipient, (column 3, lines 27-41) 

As per claim 27, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 2 and is similarly rejected. 

11. Claims 11-12,26,35-36,51-52,66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gonzalez et al. (' Gonzalez ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,260,041) 
in view of Mendez et al. (Patent Number 5,968,1 31 ). 
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As per claim 1 1 , 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "the presenting and receiving steps are 
performed by means of a cryptographically secure communications link with the server." 

However, Mendez discloses "the presenting and receiving steps are performed 
by means of a cryptographically secure communications link with the server" (column 7, 
lines 10-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Mendez because using the steps of "the 
presenting and receiving steps are performed by means of a cryptographically secure 
communications link with the server'' would have given those skilled in the art the tools 
to improve the invention by ensuring that the communication is secure. This gives the 
user the advantage of not being concerned whether the data is being compromised. 

As per claim 12, Gonzalez teaches 

the server is a hypertext transfer protocol server, and the presenting and 
receiving steps are performed according to a hypertext transfer protocol, (column 2, 
lines 60-66) 

As per claim 26, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 11 and is similarly rejected. 
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As per claim 35, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 1 1 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 36, Gonzalez teaches 

the server is a hypertext transfer protocol server, and the presenting and 
receiving steps are performed according to a hypertext transfer protocol, (column 2, 
lines 60-66) 

As per claim 51, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 1 1 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claim 52, Gonzalez teaches 

the server is a hypertext transfer protocol server, and the presenting and 
receiving steps are performed according to a hypertext transfer protocol, (column 2, 
lines 60-66) 

As per claim 66, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 11 and is similarly rejected. 
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12. Claims 4-5,10,21-22,25,30-31,34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gonzalez et al. (' Gonzalez ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,260,041 ) 
in view of Conrad et al. (Patent Number 6,028,605). 

As per claim 4, 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "creating or updating an extensible markup 
language file containing the information in the first file." 

However, Conrad discloses "creating or updating an extensible markup language 
file containing the information in the first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of 
"creating or updating an extensible markup language file containing the information in 
the first file" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention 
by to conform to the various information system formats. This gives the user the 
advantage of being able to use the data on various systems. 

As per claim 5, 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "creating or updating a hypertext markup 
language file containing the information in the first file." 

However, Conrad discloses "creating or updating a hypertext markup language 
file containing the information in the first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of 
"creating or updating a hypertext markup language file containing the information in the 
first file" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by to 
conform to the various information system formats. This gives the user the advantage of 
being able to use the data on various systems. 

As per claim 10, Gonzalez teaches 

serving records in the hypertext markup language file on a hypertext transfer 
protocol server, (column 2, lines 60-66) 

As per claims 21-22, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 4-5 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claim 25, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 10 and is similarly rejected. 

As per claims 30-31, 

These claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given 
above for rejected claims 4-5 and are similarly rejected. 
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As per claim 34, 

This claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the arguments given above 
for rejected claim 10 and is similarly rejected. 

13. Claims 46-47,50,61-62,65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gonzalez et al. (' Gonzalez ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,260,041 ) 
in view of Conrad et al. (' Conrad ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,028,605) and further in 
view of Gupta et al. (' Gupta ' hereinafter) (Patent Number 6,484,156). 

As per claim 46, 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "creating or updating an extensible markup 
language file containing the information in the first file." 

However, Conrad discloses "creating or updating an extensible markup language 
file containing the information in the first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of 
"creating or updating an extensible markup language file containing the information in 
the first file" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention 
by to conform to the various information system formats. This gives the user the 
advantage of being able to use the data on various systems. 
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Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "and embedding the uniform resource 
locator in the extensible markup language file." 

However, Gupta discloses "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the 
extensible markup language file" (column 6, lines 6-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez , Conrad and Gupta because using the steps 
of "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the extensible markup language file" 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing 
quick access the pertinent data with a single request. This gives the user the advantage 
of not having to do a lot of work to view the pertinent data. 

As per claim 47, 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "creating or updating a hypertext markup 
language file containing the information in the first file." 

However, Conrad discloses "creating or updating a hypertext markup language 
file containing the information in the first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of 
"creating or updating a hypertext markup language file containing the information in the 
first file" would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by to 
conform to the various information system formats. This gives the user the advantage of 
being able to use the data on various systems. 
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Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "and embedding the uniform resource 
locator in the hypertext markup language file." 

However, Gupta discloses "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the 
hypertext markup language file" (column 6, lines 6-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez , Conrad and Gupta because using the steps 
of "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the hypertext markup language file" 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing 
quick access the pertinent data with a single request. This gives the user the advantage 
of not having to do a lot of work to view the pertinent data. 

As per claim 50, Gonzalez teaches 

serving records in the hypertext markup language file on a hypertext transfer 
protocol server, (column 2, lines 60-66) 

As per claim 61 , Gonzalez teaches 

"for each of the newly available image or images" (column 4, lines 21-30). 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "the second means further performs the 
step of creating or updating an extensible markup language file containing the 
information in the first file." 
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However, Conrad discloses "the second means further performs the step of 
creating or updating an extensible markup language file containing the information in 
the first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of "the 
second means further performs the step of creating or updating an extensible markup 
language file containing the information in the first file" would have given those skilled in 
the art the tools to improve the invention by to conform to the various information 
system formats. This gives the user the advantage of being able to use the data on 
various systems. 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "and embedding the uniform resource 
locator in the extensible markup language file." 

However, Gupta discloses "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the 
extensible markup language file" (column 6, lines 6-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez , Conrad and Gupta because using the steps 
of "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the extensible markup language file" 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing 
quick access the pertinent data with a single request. This gives the user the advantage 
of not having to do a lot of work to view the pertinent data. 



As per claim 62, Gonzalez teaches 
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"for each of the newly available image or images" (column 4, lines 21-30). 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "the second means further performs the 
step of creating or updating a hypertext markup language file containing the information 
in the first file." 

However, Conrad discloses "the second means further performs the step of 
creating or updating a hypertext markup language file containing the information in the 
first file" (column 7, lines 1-10) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez and Conrad because using the steps of "the 
second means further performs the step of creating or updating a hypertext markup 
language file containing the information in the first file" would have given those skilled in 
the art the tools to improve the invention by to conform to the various information 
system formats. This gives the user the advantage of being able to use the data on 
various systems. 

Gonzalez does not explicitly indicate "and embedding the uniform resource 
locator in the hypertext markup language file." 

However, Gupta discloses "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the 
hypertext markup language file" (column 6, lines 6-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Gonzalez , Conrad and Gupta because using the steps 
of "and embedding the uniform resource locator in the hypertext markup language file" 
would have given those skilled in the art the tools to improve the invention by allowing 
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quick access the pertinent data with a single request. This gives the user the advantage 
of not having to do a lot of work to view the pertinent data. 

As per claim 65, Gonzalez teaches 

a hypertext transfer protocol server serving records in the hypertext markup 
language file, (column 2, lines 60-66) 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jay A. Morrison whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7112. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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